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There is an argument by Iskconites that, the knowledge received by Sampradaya alone is 
correct, any other means of knowledge is not accurate and is subject to change. The 


argument used by Iskconites is that, for logic there are 2 processes, one inductive and 
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the other deductive. So inductive logic requires people to make observations then make 
a general rule, for example all men are mortal, but question can be asked how do you 
know that all men are mortal, the answer that will be given in the inductive process is 
that since we do not observe any exception to the rule, the Iskconite responds to this 
stating that this might be the case, however it does not rule out the possibility of an 
unknown person being immortal. But if we take the deductive process, that as per this 
rule all men are mortal, for example some scripture says this, then job is done. The 
scripture is supposed to have been given by an all perfect person, hence such knowledge 
is infallible, as this comes from an unbroken tradition of teachers the knowledge is 
perfect. This is in short the argument of Iskconites on the Sampradaya, very well 


presented, there is however a flaw in the argument. 


Please find the screen shot below referencing Prabhupada’s own words on the inductive 


and deductive processes 


There are two processes for attaining knowledge—one is inductive and the other is 
deductive. The deductive method is considered to be more perfect. We may take a premise 
such as, “All men are mortal,” and no one need discuss how man is mortal. It is generally 
accepted that this is the case. The deductive conclusion is: “Mr. Johnson is a man; 
therefore Mr. Johnson is mortal.” But how is the premise that all men are mortal arrived 
at? Followers of the inductive method wish to arrive at this premise through experiment 
and observations. We may thus study that this man died and that man died, etc., and after 
seeing that so many men have died we may conclude or generalize that all men are mortal, 
but there is a major defect in this inductive method, and that is that our experience is 
limited. We may never have seen a man who is not mortal, but we are judging this on our 
personal experience, which is finite. Our senses have limited power, and there are so many 
defects in our conditional state. The inductive process consequently is not always perfect, 
whereas the deductive process from a source of perfect knowledge is perfect. The Vedic 
process is such a process. 


Book Raja Yoga Chapter 5 


A similar argument was attempted by Charvakas, towards the Nyaya philosophers, but 
Buddhists broke this argument. Buddhists stated that, cause and effect are always 
related, it is always noticed that for a specific cause there is a specific effect, fora 
mango seed you get a mango tree only, you do not get a Guava tree. Similarly to establish 
something to be true, we simply need to invoke the relation of cause and effect. Now why 
am | stating all of this, since Iskcon is stating that we need to simply adhere toa 
particular tradition to have perfect knowledge, and that this has to be accepted at face 
value without any questioning since all questioning is a product of inductive process as 
per them. This is a totally wrong assumption, there is also another reason, the 
Upanishad uses this relationship of cause and effect to explain the reality. Now we have 
another method called Anvaya and Vyatireka, what this means is that if the cause is 
there the effect is there, this is Anvaya, if the cause is removed the effect is also absent, 
this is Vyatireka. Now if we take the example of pot and clay, if the clay is present, the pot 


is present, if the clay is absent the pot is also absent. Hence investigation is done in this 
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manner, this completely eliminates Prabhupada’s argument of inductive and deductive 
processes. Many scientific laws use this same principle as well. Now then, a question 
may be asked, if a suggestion is being made to discard the Guru and Sishya 
Sampradaya and even discard the Shastra altogether. That is not being suggested here, 
we are simply stating that Shastra as such is not asking you to blindly believe what it 
says, Shastra is not telling you not to verify what it says. But ofcourse without Shastra 
the investigation becomes impossible. The Guru also has a very specific function over 
here. We will check on that as well. Now if we look at the Chandogya Upanishad it says 


the following 


TA & Hi Mead UI SAAT YS Hears as has: GA YS Got Hears 
oT ST WSs VAs SALT: PPA: Tah: Wo: SAAT: SHAT: I &.2.¥ I 


4. Where else, except in food, can the body have its root? In the same way, O Somya, when 
food is the sprout, search for water as the root; when water is the sprout, O Somya, 
search for fire as the root; when fire is the sprout, O Somya, search for Sat [Existence] as 
the root. O Somya, Sat is the root, Sat is the abode, and Sat is the support of all these 
beings. 


Chandogya 6.8.4 


Now let us understand what is being said here, the seeker is adviced to go from the 
effect to the cause, here the Upanishad says food is the effect of water, water is the 


effect of fire and finally fire is the effect of ultimate reality. 


What does this actually even mean, here food means something solid, water means 
liquid,so solidity has come from liquidity, liquidity comes from gaseous state that 
comes from particles and particles inturn come from vibrations these vibrations inturn 
when stopped resolve into space that space again resolves into existence (mere 
unqualified existence) as per the Upanishad. So a question may come, what is the 
function of the Guru here. Now the Guru in the Upanishad is not telling to do Bhajan of 
Krishna or Devotion of Krishna, then that you will go to Goloka post death, that is not 
what the Guru is stating here. The Guru is guiding his disciple to understand reality. Here 
the Guru is Uddalaka and the disciple is Shvetahketu who is his son. Now let us look at 


the verse from the Upanishad below 


sara gah Hace far wa sft fas cee a fear UTS SF I &.22.2 I 


1. Uddalaka said, ‘Bring me a fruit from this banyan tree.’ Svetaketu replied, ‘| have 

brought it, sir? Uddalaka: ‘Break it? Svetaketu: ‘I’ve broken it, sir? Uddalaka: ‘What do you 
see inside?’ Svetaketu: ‘There are tiny seeds, sir? Udddlaka: ‘Break one of them, my son.’ 
Svetaketu: ‘Sir, I’ve broken it’ Uddalaka: ‘What do you see in it?’ Svetaketu: ‘Nothing, sir’. 
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The next verse is as follows 


d dara a à Saas a Pures Ceres A As fey Ue Heras sas SAA I 
G22 II 


2. Uddalaka said: ‘O Somya, the finest part in that seed is not visible to you. But in that 


finest part lies hidden the huge banyan tree. Have faith in what I say, O Somya 
Chandogya 6.12.1-2 


So here the Guru is telling the Sishya to look analyze and then understand that from the 
most imperceptible from the most subtle comes the gross. From the unseen subtle 
parts of the seed comes the huge banyan tree. Even so, from the unseen subtle cause 


comes this whole universe is what is being told here. 
So this is what the Guru is telling the Sishya, this is the methodology used by the Guru. 


Let us come to one more verse from the Upanishad 

Tea Gated WEA Usa (ext TUT Vat feat aes a UMASS yaa Herd 
merama arge de Tea aed RR aaa AAS SIs Shs I &.2¥.2 I 
2.—And as someone may remove that person’s blindfold and say, ‘Gandhara is this way; 
go this way,’ and the intelligent man goes from one village to another, asking his way 
and relying on the information people give, until he reaches Gandhara; similarly, a 


person who gets a teacher attains knowledge. His delay is only as long as he is not free 


of his body. After that he becomes merged in the Self. 
Chandogya Upanishad 6.14.2 


Now the Upanishad talks about a Rich man kidnapped from his house and thrown into a 
deserted place, later a merciful man comes and removes the blindfold from the man and 
this Rich man being intelligent asks other people passing by for the way to his country 
Gandhara. Similarly the seeker in order to know the reality uses his intelligence and 
takes the help of the teacher. 


Hence the Upanishad says Saar] GSU da - through the teacher know it. It also uses 
the word “Hurd”, meaning being intelligent. So what is the student supposed to do, he is 


supposed to investigate go from effect to cause with the help of the Guru and Shastra. 


This is the actual Sampradaya or tradition meant by the Veda. This is the actual Vedic 
method, not some rubbish of only 4 authorised Sampradaya and so on. This is not based 


on some commentary or speculation this is being talked base on the Upanishad alone. 


Now the Upanishad says the following 


mia Aereas Adamnan: Pcs | 
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diesel a Aars AA: sas TARAS I 82 I 


12. Let a Brahmin having examined the worlds produced by karma be free from desires, 
thinking, ‘there is nothing eternal produced by karma?; and in order to acquire the 
knowledge of the eternal, let him Samid (sacrificial fuel) in hand, approach a perceptor 


(preceptor?) alone, who is versed in the Vedas and centered in the Brahman. 


The next verse is 


qA a Agaga EAR ATEA STAT | 
QR yen de Vet Nara ai aad sATA II 23 II 


13. To him who has thus approached, whose heart is well subdued and who has control 
over his senses, let him truly teach that Brahmavidya by which the true immortal 


purusha is known 
Mundaka Upanishad 1.2.12-13 


The Upanishad clearly tells that one approaches a Guru and then questions and 
investigates to find out the reality. The same process is used as told in the Chandogya. 


This is the tradition as per the Upanishad. 


So now I am also presenting the tradition based on the Upanishad alone, not even based 
on the commentary simply the verses of the Upanishad itself. Not only that following is 


the verse from the Katha Upanishad. 
SUA aaaea MPA | 
SOF Ure He GAR daa Il 8 Il 


14. What thou seest other than virtue and vice, other than what is made and what is not, 


other than the past and the future, tell me that 
Kathopanishad 1.2.14 


Here Nachiketa is telling Yama “AAAA Aga” That which you see, tell me that. So here 
the Guru should have been himself realised and he is supposed to give the same 


realisation to the disciple. 


What must the Guru see, following is what the Ilsavasya Upanishad says 
BY g Vale YY SY Vault | 
adydy TA cael 4 faye IR I 


6. And he who sees all beings in himself and himself in all beings has no aversion 


thence. 
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Isavasya Upanishad verse 6 


This is the vision the Guru has. The Sishya gets the following vision post having been 


instructed by the Guru 


7134 8139 8139 | ACAAASAAHSAAY | HSHaTEIS 3 SATIS 3 SAAT: | HS Relea 
Appa MHHe | HSA UAH a 3 ST | Us CHAS Ha ASIST | BT AT caller E 
gad H 3 T: | Apa Aaa 3 fel | ae fas YaAA AAT 3 H | Yad watch: II go Il 


10. Oh! Oh! Oh! | am food, | food, | food! | food-eater, | food-eater, | food-eater! | am the 
combining agent, | the combining agent, | the combining agent. | am the First-born of 
the existence! Prior to gods, the centre of the immortal. Whoso giveth me, he surely doth 
thus save. I, the food, eat him who eats food. | the whole being destroy. Light, like the 


sun! 
Taittiriya Upanishad 3.4.10 


So this is the realisation the Sishya gets, | am everything. This is the true Sampradaya 
based on the Upanishads itself. Now the function of the Guru is for facilitating this 
realisation for the Sishya. Guru becomes the means to know this experientially. Hence 
Upanishad says erada Gea de - know this through Acharya. Since without Acharya 
experiential knowledge is not possible. Hence Sampradaya, it must consist of such 


visionaries. 


This proves without doubt that the Sampradaya argument used by Prabhupada and 
others has no meaning whatsoever. Although this refutes Prabhupada’s theory of 
Sampradaya, to make this more effective we will take the verses from the Bhagavata 
Puranam itself and show how Bhagavata Puranam is inline with these teachings. Since 
Iskcon considers Bhagavatam to be the King of scriptures, we will show actually what 
the King wants to say. 
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